I  Why  Not  Try  Peace? 


The  UN  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  has  approved  the 
report  of  its  special  representative,  Dr.  Joseph  E.  Johnson,  who  met 
with  Israel  and  Arab  officials  on  the  Arab  refugree  problem. 


EAST 


Dr.  Johnson  recommends  that  a  special  representative  continue 


1 1  the  exploratory  talks  he  initiated  because,  he  reports,  the  parties 
>  I  expres^  a  “willingness”  to  consider  the  possibilities  of  a  “step-by- 
‘  step  process”  on  the  refugee  question  “without  prejudice  to  positions 
'  I  on  other  related  issues.” 

[j  However,  Dr.  Johnson  is  most  guarded.  He  frankly  reports  that  “there 


RErm 


1 1  is  no  prospect  of  an  early  resolution  of  the  Palestine  question  as  a  whole”  and 
1 1  “there  are  many  indications  that  no  progress  can  be  made  on  the  Palestine  Arab 
1 1  refugee  question  apart  from,  or  in  advance  of,  an  over-all  settlement.” 

‘  I  He  believes  that  there  will  be  Palestine  Arab  refugees  for  at  least  a  decade 
‘  i  and  that  there  will  be  a  need  for  “determined,  imaginative  and  generous”  inter- 
’{  national  assistance  for  a  long  time  to  come.  In  addition  to  basic  relief,  he 
||  stresses  the  need  for  training  and  he  emphasizes  that  the  reintegration  of  the 
!  Palestine  Arab  refugees,  whether  by  repatriation  or  resettlement  or  both  —  with 
I  compensation  where  appropriate  —  into  a  useful  life  in  the  Near  East  will 
1 1  require  “accelerated  economic  growth  for  the  area  as  a  whole,”  an  echo  of 
I  the  Hammarskjold  report  of  1959. 

■  '  [The  conclusions  in  Dr.  Johnson’s  report  were  mild  and  largely  unexcep¬ 

tionable.  But  it  is  an  unpleasant  fact  that  he  felt  compelled  to  make  changes 
in  his  historical  narrative  on  the  origin  of  the  Arab-Israel  conflict  after  cir¬ 
culating  his  first  draft  to  the  Israel  and  Arab  delegations.  (See  next  column.)] 

I  Our  Government  hopes  for  swift  general  approval  of  the  Johnson  report, 

t  with  a  minimum  of  acrimony.  But  this  is  unlikely.  The  11  Arab  delegations 

’  have  a  full  quiver  of  arrows  aimed  at  Israel.  They  want  recognition  of  a 

Palestine  Arab  delegation,  as  a  political  entity  seeking  “self-determination.” 
)  They  are  demanding  the  appointment  of  a  UN  custodian  over  alleged  Arab 
property  rights  in  Israel;  a  UN  inquiry  into  alleged  mistreatment  of  Arabs 
inside  Israel;  enlargement  of  the  Palestine  Conciliation  Conimission;  UN  endorse- 
^  ment  of  their  contention  that  the  Arab  refugees  must  be  allowed  repatriation, 
if  that  is  their  wish.  All  these  proposals  serve  political  objectives.  They  are 
designed  to  discredit  Israel  in  the  eyes  of  other  UN  delegations  and  to  justify 
I  Arab  belligerence.  They  seek  to  embarrass  the  United  States.  The  Arabs 
never  fail  to  accuse  our  country  of  favoring  Israel  at  the  refugees’  expense, 
r  although  it  is  clear  that  U.S.  policy  is  based  on  a  realistic  effort  to  preserve  the 
I  lability  of  the  Near  East. 

The  Arab  attack  is  not  easy  for  Americans  to  take.  We  helped  the  Arab 
states  to  independence  and  international  recognition.  If  there  is  one  Govern¬ 
ment  that  has  been  concerned  about  the  Arab  refugees,  it  is  our  own.  For 
13  years,  we  have  put  up  about  70  percent  of  the  $400  million  which  have  kept 
,  the  refugees  alive.  We  have  never  wavered  in  our  concern  for  them. 

In  the  past,  we  have  tended  to  be  passively  polite  in  the  face  of  the  Arab 
onslaught.  But  is  this  the  wisest  course?  Perhaps  the  time  has  come  to  go 

■  over  to  the  offensive  —  vigorously  repudiating  and  decisively  defeating  spurious 
p’opaganda  initiatives  and  making  it  absolutely  clear  that  we  will  not  stand  for 
a  new  explosion  in  the  Near  East. 


In  his  report.  Dr.  Johnson  said  that  “responsible  statesmen”  on  both  sides 
want  peace  in  a  general  way  and  as  a  long  term  goal  but  have  been  unable 
to  translate  that  desire  into  a  sufficiently  strong  and  active  search  for  peace. 
The  serious  barrier  to  progress  is  the  “mistrust,  suspicion  and  active  fear” 
on  both  sides. 

The  problem  is  bow  to  break  down  that  barrier.  We  know  of  no  better 
way  than  by  a  frank  and  direct  confrontation  which  will  bring  the  parties  to 
the  conference  table.  Since  the  Arabs  are  fond  of  quoting  one  section  of  the 
1948  resolution,  paragraph  11,  perhaps  .it  is  time  to  revive  another  section, 
paragraph  5,  which  calls  for  negotiations.  If  the  Arabs  persist  in  exploiting 
ffie  refugee  debate  as  a  propaganda  exercise  —  to  the  detriment  of  the  refugees 
themselves  —  the  United  Nations  should  renew  its  appeal  to  the  Israelis  and 
the  Arabs  to  “negotiate  with  a  view  to  the  final  settlement  of  all  questions  out- 
Manding  between  them.” 
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propaganda  pressures 

Nov.  29  marked  the  fourteenth  an¬ 
niversary  of  the  UN  resolution  propos¬ 
ing  the  creation  of  a  Jewish  state  and 
an  Arab  state  in  Palestine.  Every  of¬ 
ficial  record  testifies  that  the  Jews  ac¬ 
cepted  that  UN  resolution  and  that  the 
Arabs  went  to  war  against  it.  But  Arab 
propaganda  has  never  relaxed  its  effort 
to  rewrite  history. 

The  most  recent  demonstration  came 
on  Nov.  14,  when  Dr.  Joseph  E.  John¬ 
son,  the  Palestine  Conciliation  Commis¬ 
sion  representative,  circulated  the  first 
draft  of  his  report  on  the  Arab  refugees 
to  representatives  of  Israel  and  the  Arab 
states. 

In  that  first  draft.  Dr.  Johnson  noted 
that  the  Jewish  Agency  accepted  the 
UN  partition  plan,  while  the  Arab 
Higher  Committee  rejected  it,  and  that 
the  Arab  armies  invaded  Israel  in  1948 
after  Israel  declared  its  independence. 

Apparently,  the  Arab  delegates  ob¬ 
jected  to  this  statement  of  historical 
fact. 

In  the  final  draft,  which  the  PCC  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  UN  General  Assembly 
on  Nov.  25,  Dr.  Johnson  did  not  refer 
to  the  Arab  rejection  of  the  1947  parti¬ 
tion  resolution  or  the  Arab  invasion  of 
Israel.  Instead  he  reyrarted  that 
“endemic”  Arab-Israel  violence  was 
“transformed”  after  the  end  of  the 
British  mandate  on  May  15,  1948  “into 
organized  warfare  between  the  Arab 
states  and  the  newly  proclaimed  State 
of  Israel.” 

Another  major  change  was  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  references  to  the  Arab  op¬ 
position  to  the  1959  Hammarskjold 
plan  because  of  fear  that  its  imple¬ 
mentation  might  lead  to  resettlement  of 
the  Arab  refugees  in  Arab  countries. 

This  is  not  the  first  time  that  official 
documents  have  glossed  over  the  Arab 
war  against  Israel  and  have  avoided  the 
painfid  task  of  fixing  responsibility.  Un¬ 
fortunately,  this  makes  it  much  easier 
for  the  Arab  states  to  press  their  propa- 
{Continued  on  page  56) 
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Storm  Before  the  Coup? 


An  angry  Nasser — bitter  and  frus¬ 
trated  because  of  Syria’s  secession — has 
again  become  the  enemy  of  all  he  sur¬ 
veys.  Cairo’s  radio  and  press  have  re¬ 
verted  to  the  incitement  of  former 
years. 

During  the  last  forthnight,  Cairo 
has  attacked  President  Kennedy  as 
the  foe  of  neutralism:  France  as  a 
plotter  against  Nasser’s  life;  Israel  as 
the  major  enemy;  and  most  of  Egypt’s 
neighbors  —  Jordan,  Syria,  Saudi 
Arabia,  Iraq  and  Iran.  Everybody  is 
once  again  on  Cairo's  hate  list. 

A  new  instrument  has  been  created 
to  rally  disunited  Arabs  to  the  “Arab 
Nation.”  It  is  a  clandestine  radio  called 
“Voice  of  the  Arab  Nation.”  It  was 
launched  on  Arab  airwaves  on  Nov.  16, 
splashing  epithets  in  all  directions.  And 
once  again  there  are  ominous  calls  for 
assassinations. 

On  Nov.  20,  the  new  “Voice”  de¬ 
nounced  King  Saud  of  Saudi  Arabia, 
King  Hussein  of  Jordan,  Premier  Kuz- 
bari  of  Syria,  and  Camille  Chamoun  of 
Lebanon  as  a  “handful  of  mercenaries” 
implementing  the  plans  of  “British- 
French-American  imperialism”  .  .  . 
under  the  “supervision”  of  Premier 
Ben-Gurion  of  Israel  and  the  Shah  of 
Iran.  And  the  broadcast  admonished  its 
listeners: 

“Will  you  extend  your  hand  to  their 
hands,  which  drip  with  your  pure 
blood?  Brother,  be  vigilant,  be  ready, 
and  with  your  weapon  in  your  hand, 
bring  them  down,  smash  them,  crush 
them  as  you  once  crushed  such  agents 
of  imperialism  as  Feisal,  Nuri  as-Said 
and  Ilazza  al-Majali.”  (All  three  were 
assassinated.) 

Against  France.  Most  sensational  is 
the  Egyptian  charge  that  France  is 
linked  with  a  plot  to  assassinate  Nasser 
himself. 

On  Nov.  26,  the  Middle  East  News 
Agency  announced  the  arrest  of  nine 
persons  accused  of  “a  plot  to  spy  on  the 
UAR  and  assassinate  President  Nasser.” 
Four  French  officials  were  arrested. 
One  was  alleged  to  have  confessed  anti- 
UAR  activity. 

The  Egyptian  news  agency  com¬ 
mented:  “Even  the  French  government 
drew  up  a  plan  to  carry  out  an  attempt 
to  assassinate  President  Nasser.” 

The  French  officials  were  a  mission 
dealing  with  French  assets  in  Cairo 
under  an  agreement  between  the  two 
Governments.  France  and  Egypt  have 
had  no  diplomatic  relations  since  the 
Suez  crisis,  and  Switzerland  handles 


French  interests  in  Cairo.  The  Egyptian 
Government  charged  that  the  French 
officials  smuggled  money  out  of  Egypt 
by  Swiss  diplomatic  pouch.  The  French 
Government  angrily  replied  that  the 
UAR  was  fabricating  charges  which 
were  “evidently  beyond  belief”  and 
warned  that  Egypt  is  trying  to  set  the 
stage  for  the  accusation  of  an  “im¬ 
perialist  plot”  against  the  whole  Arab 
world. 

Four  prominent  Egyptians  were  also 
arrested,  accused  of  collaboration  with 
a  French  spy  ring:  Adli  Andrawes, 
former  Ambassador  to  France; 
Mohamed  Souad  Abdel  Meguid,  official 
in  the  Ministry  of  Culture  and  National 
Guidance;  Abdel  Salaam  Hegazi  of  the 
General  Sequestration  Office;  Adel 
Sabat,  editor  of  the  Egyptian  Economic 
and  Political  Review  and  a  former  of¬ 
ficial  of  the  Arab  League. 

Against  the  United  States.  For  many 
months,  U.S.  officials  believed  relations 
with  Cairo  were  improving. 

But  on  Nov.  19,  Cairo  Radio  at¬ 
tacked  President  Kennedy’s  speech  at 
the  University  of  Washington,  declaring 
that  he  had  returned  to  the  “John 
Foster  Dulles  policy”  based  on  the 
motto:  “He  who  is  not  with  us  is 
against  us.” 

The  broadcast  went  on: 

“It  also  means  that  his  hostile  pol¬ 
icy  toward  neutralism  has  actually 
been  secretly  followed  by  the  United 
Stales  all  the  time.” 

On  Nov.  20,  Cairo  Radio  quoted 
Cairo  newspaper  Al-Akhbar  to  the 
effect  that  Mr.  Kennedy  is  only  “a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  Mr.  Dulles  in  a  new  and 
more  dangerous  way.” 

What  accounts  for  this  hardening  of 
the  UAR’s  attitude  towards  the  United 
States?  The  explanation  may  be  found 
in  Nasser’s  attempt  to  stage  a  little 
summit  conference  of  neutralist  leaders 
in  Cairo  on  Nov.  18. 

Ever  since  the  Belgrade  conference, 
Washington  has  been  unhappy  because 
the  neutrals  had  failed  to  react  sharply 
to  the  Soviet  Union’s  resumption  of 
nuclear  testing.  Washington’s  disap¬ 
pointment  led  to  new  consideration  of 
the  U.S.  aid  program  in  Yugoslavia 
and  Ghana. 

This  U.S.  decision  to  take  a  second 
look  where  to  spend  American  aid 
funds  best  has  been  attacked  by  Cairo 
as  an  attempt  to  bring  pressure  on 
neutralists.  Egyptian  spokesmen  ex¬ 


plained  that  the  meeting  in  Cairo  of 
Marshal  Tito,  Prime  Minister  Nehru 
and  President  Nasser  was  to  find  a 
means  of  defending  neutralists  from 
“imperialist  pressure.” 

Egyptian  sources  said  that  since  Bel¬ 
grade,  “imperialists  have  begun  dealing 
blows  to  the  states  that  declared  neu¬ 
trality,”  and  that  the  three  leaders 
would  discuss  “the  manner  in  which 
neutralist  countries  are  to  face  pre¬ 
meditated  conspiracies  aiming  at  dis¬ 
integrating  the  solidarity  of  the  neu¬ 
tralist  powers.” 

On  Nov.  19,  Cairo  newspaper  Al~ 
Ahram  charged  that  President  Ken¬ 
nedy  was  taking  the  position  that  the 
United  States  was  “determined  to  pre¬ 
vent  certain  countries  from  adopting  a 
neutralist  policy  at  a  time  when  he  says 
he  is  supporting  peoples  in  their  struggle 
for  peace  and  freedom.” 

If  it  was  the  hope  of  Nasser  and 
Tito  to  involve  Nehru  in  a  joint  com¬ 
munique  strengthening  a  neutralist  and 
anti-imperialist  bloc,  the  effort  appar¬ 
ently  failed.  Nehru  cancelled  a  news 
conference  which  had  been  scheduled  at 
the  airport  in  Cairo.  Apparently  he  was 
not  interested  in  signing  the  communi¬ 
que  which  originally  had  been  contem¬ 
plated  and  the  final  statement  issued  by 
the  trio  was  a  mild  generality. 

Incidentally,  Nehru  was  not  informed 
that  Tito  would  be  in  Cairo,  when  he 
was  invited  to  stop  there  on  his  way 
home  from  the  United  States. 

Arab  criticism  of  Kennedy  and 
America’s  position  is  mild  compared  to 
the  attacks  on  the  United  States  which 
emanate  from  Cairo  and  which  are 
heard  in  African  countries. 

Thus,  on  Nov.  5,  there  was  a  Cairo 
broadcast  beamed  to  Central  and  West 
Africa  dealing  with  the  conflict'  in 
Northern  Rhodesia.  The  broadcast 
described  the  Anglo-American  alliance 
as  one  “in  which  the  English  contribute 
their  SOO  years  of  experience  in 
swindling  colonial  peoples,  while  the 
Americans  contribute  the  power  of  the 
dollar  and  the  corrupted  practices 
which  today  symbolize  American  rot¬ 
tenness  all  over  the  world.” 

Clandestine.  The  new  station  began 
broadcasting  on  Nov.  16,  addressing  ap¬ 
peals  to  Arabs  in  Oman,  Israel,  Gaza, 
the  Arab  South,  Yemen,  Bizerte,  the 
Maghreb,  Sudan,  Libya,  Lebanon,  Alex- 
andretta,  Syria,  Iraq,  Jordan,  Mauri- 


tania,  Arabistan  —  “Valiant  Fighters 
Throughout  the  World.” 

It  proclaimed  as  its  goals  the  expul¬ 
sion  of  French  imperialism  from  the 
Maghreb,  the  destruction  of  the  State 
of  Israel  and  the  repatriation  of  the 
Arabs  of  Palestine,  support  for  the 
revolution  of  the  Arab  peoples  in  the 
Arab  South  and  the  Arab  Gulf. 


Against  Jordan.  On  Nov.  18,  the 
Voice  told  King  Hussein  that  “an 
enemy  lies  in  wait  for  him  in  every 
corner  of  his  kingdom.” 

Against  Saudi  Arabia.  On  Nov.  19, 
the  Voice  denounced  the  “do-good, 
shun-evil  society”  of  Saudi  Arabia  as 
a  state  within  a  state  “which  works  for 
King  Saud  and  spies  on  the  people.” 


Against  Iraq.  On  Nov.  20,  the  Voice 
was  pleased  to  learn  that  rebellious 
Kurdish  tribes  are  launching  a  strong 
offensive  against  Iraqi  forces. 

Does  the  new  propaganda  storm  in 
Cairo  reflect  rising  tension  inside  the 
Egyptian  capital?  Is  the  Egyptian  dic¬ 
tator  attempting  to  anticipate  a  coup 
directed  against  him?  Or  does  he  plan 
a  new  diversion  beyond  his  frontiers? 


Who  Cares  For  The  Arab  Refugees — 


While  the  Arab  states  carry  on  active 
propaganda  against  Israel  on  the  re¬ 
fugee  issue  in  the  United  Nations,  their 
own  radios  maintain  a  constant  crossfire 
on  the  subject  back  home.  Arab  states 
accuse  each  other  of  a  lack  of  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  Arab  refugees  and 
seek  to  incite  the  refugees  against  local 
authority. 

On  Nov.  16  the  new  Voice  broadcast 
a  talk  charging  that  the  Palestinian 
Arab  refugees  were  being  persecuted 
in  Jordan.  It  declared  that  the  rights 
of  the  Palestinian  Arabs  in  Jordan  “had 
been  usurped  and  lost”  and  that  even 
“the  scant  food  sent  in  by  the  United 
Nations  is  being  plundered  by  senior 
officials  of  UNRWA.  ...  In  collabora¬ 
tion  with  the  traitorous  rulers,  they 
divide  this  food  among  themselves  and 
deprive  refugee  children  and  poor 
people.” 

It  attacked  the  expenditure  of  money 
for  sites  in  which  to  resettle  refugees: 
“The  resettlement  sites  on  which  thou¬ 
sands  of  dollars  are  being  spent  are 
designed  to  liquidate  the  Palestine  ques¬ 
tion.  People  know  it  is  an  imperialist 
design  backed  by  American  imperialism 
and  Zionism.”  It  called  on  the  people 
to  destroy  the  East  Ghor  Canal  project 
(a  project  financed  by  the  United 
States  to  help  irrigate  the  Jordan  Val¬ 
ley). 

It  is  ironic  that  Jordan  should  be 
under  attack  for  the  treatment  of  the 
Arab  refugees.  Jordan  has  made  an 
earnest,  though  limited  and  inadequate, 
effort  to  integrate  the  refugees.  It  has 
given  them  citizenship  and  tried  to  find 
jobs  for  them.  Jordan  is  the  exception. 
All  other  Arab  countries  consider  and 
treat  Palestine  Arab  refugees  as  un¬ 
welcome  aliens  and  offer  them  little 
sustenance  beyond  the  feverish  de¬ 
nunciations  of  Israel  at  the  United 
Nations  during  UN  refugees  debates. 

The  most  conspicuous  example  of  in¬ 
difference  is  the  plight  of  the  Arabs 
in  Gaza,  the  12S-square-mile  strip 
which  the  Egyptians  have  controlled 
since  their  invasion  of  Palestine  in  1948. 

The  Arab  population  of  this  territory, 
about  100,000  Gaza  residents  and 
250,000  refugees,  is  almost  hermetically 


sealed  off  from  Egypt  proper.  From 
the  beginning,  Egyptian  authorities 
vetoed  any  movement  of  the  refugees. 

The  situation  has  not  changed. 
Martha  Gellhorn  wrote  in  the  October 
1961  issue  of  the  Atlantic  Monthly: 

“The  Gaza  strip  is  not  a  hellhole. 
...  It  is  worse;  it  is  a  jail.  .  .  .  The 
Egyptian  government  is  the  jailer.  .  .  . 

It  does  not  allow  the  refugees  to  move 
from  this  narrow  strip  of  land.  ...  A 
trickle  of  refugees,  who  can  prove 
they  have  jobs  elsewhere,  are  granted 
exit  visas.  The  only  official  number 
of  the  departed  is  less  than  300.  .  .  . 
Rumor  says  that  more  refugees  do 
manage  to  go  away  illegally.  . . .” 

One  estimate,  in  1957,  was  that  50 
Arab  refugees  were  fleeing  daily  from 
the  Gaza  area,  crossing  the  Sinai  desert 
into  Jordan. 

Arabs  in  the  Gaza  strip  resent  dis¬ 
criminations  practiced  by  Egyptian  oc¬ 
cupation  authorities  in  all  fields.  Local 
busnessmen  complain  that  all  govern¬ 
ment  contracts  are  allotted  only  to 
Egyptians,  that  even  trees  for  reforesta¬ 
tion  of  the  dunes  along  the  coast  come 
from  Egyptian  nurseries.  Agricultural 
products  of  the  area  can  be  sent  to 
Egypt  only  with  proper  import  permits 
— and  permits  are  scarce.  Even  the 
local  fishermen  are  not  permitted  to 
market  their  catch  outside  the  Gaza 
strip.  Numerous  petitions  for  removal 
of  economic  barriers  and  the  easing  of 
restrictions  have  proved  fruitless. 

The  Gaza  Arabs  constantly  complain 
that  the  Egyptians  treat  them  with 
scorn  and  contempt.  A  Gaza  dignitary 
wrote  in  the  Cairo  daily  Akhbar  al- 
Yom,  on  May  26,  1951: 

“We  fail  to  understand  Egypt’s 
policy.  They  degrade  us  by  every 
means  at  their  dis|>osal.  They  treat  us 
like  spies  and  traitors.  They  dis¬ 
criminate  against  us  in  the  administra¬ 
tive  field,  sending  us  Egyptian  officials 
of  a  much  lower  level  than  our  own 
Intellectuals.  They  tyrannize  us  and 
suck  our  blood.  We  have  said  that 
these  are  imperialist  methods— but  no 
one  hears  our  words.” 

The  Beirut  paper  Sada  Lebnan  did 
not  hesitate  to  say,  on  Mar.  10,  1955: 
“Nasser  has  ordered  that  the  refugees  be 
treated  with  an  iron  fist,  as  a  result  of 
which  there  has  been  a  steady  growth 
of  anti-Egytian  feeling. 


An  official  Egyptian  communique 
acknowledged,  in  April  1955,  that 
“troublemakers”  were  distributing 
leaflets  accusing  the  Governor-General, 
Abdul  Latif,  of  gross  neglect  and  cor¬ 
ruption.  Ramallah  Radio  reported  that 
a  number  of  Gaza  personalities  were 
arrested  and  charged  with  “conspiracy 
in  a  plot  endangering  the  security  of 
the  Gaza  strip.”  A  state  of  emergency 
was  declared. 

The  same  year,  Mustafa  Bey  Jawat, 
then  Egyptian  military  governor  of  the 
area,  conceded  to  the  Cairo  weekly 
Al-Mussawar  that  Gaza’s  Arabs  “insist 
on  calling  us  Egyptian  ‘invaders’  and 
not  ‘liberators.’  ”  The  majority,  he  said, 
are  “prepared  to  sell  us  to  the  Jews  in 
order  to  free  themselves  ‘from  the  yoke 
of  Egyptian  occupation.’  ” 

The  Egyptian  occupation  regime 
does  not  make  any  effort  to  improve 
the  impoverished  condition  of  the  area’s 
Arab  inhabitants. 

Six  years  ago,  Henry  Labouisse,  then 
Director  General  of  UNRWA,  hope¬ 
fully  related  that  the  Egyptian  govern¬ 
ment  was  planning  to  resettle  50,000 
Palestinian  refugees  in  the  Sinai  region. 
The  project  was  soon  abandoned. 

UNRWA  is  Gaza’s  biggest  employer; 
it  has  3,000  refugees  on  its  staff,  with 
a  waiting  list  of  3,000  applications. 

For  many  years,  UNRWA  officials 
complained  in  their  annual  reports  that 
the  Egyptian  authorities  had  failed  to 
cooperate  with  them  and  that  their  work 
had  been  obstructed.  Official  reports 
told  of  instances  “in  which  staff  mem¬ 
bers  were  arrested,  subjected  to  interro¬ 
gation,  or  interfered  with  in  connection 
with  acts  performed  in  an  official  ca¬ 
pacity  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Agency’s  instructions.”  The  work  of 
UNRWA  was  “seriously  hampered”  by 
administrative  obstruction  of  the  move¬ 
ment  of  staff  members  and  “bureau¬ 
cratic  interference.” 

Thirteen  years  of  Egyptian  occupa¬ 
tion  of  the  Gaza  strip  has  converted 
the  area  into  a  ghetto  whose  Arab 
inmates  are  frustrated  by  claustrophobia 
and  sentenced  to  a  life  of  stagnation, 
humiliation  and  hopelessness. 
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DisannamcBt  Committee.  On  Nov.  28, 
the  UN  General  Assembly  adopted  a 
resolution  calling  on  the  United  States 
and  the  Soviet  Union  to  resume  negotia¬ 
tions  on  disarmament.  At  the  same  time 
it  became  known  that  the  United 
States  was  ready  to  support  the  United 
Arab  Republic  and  Tunisia  as  two  of 
the  10  nations  to  be  added  to  the  UN 
disarmament  forum  —  the  negotiating 
body  established  by  agreement  between 
the  United  States,  France,  Britain  and 
the  Soviet  Union  in  September  1955. 

At  present,  the  committee  is  com¬ 
posed  of  five  NATO  powers  and  five 
Warsaw  pact  powers.  Its  work  was  left 
unfinished  because  the  Soviet  Union 
broke  off  negotiations  in  Geneva  in 
June  1960. 

In  a  memorandum  circulate  to  all 
members  of  the  United  Nations,  the 
United  States  disclosed  that  it  is  will¬ 
ing  to  enlarge  the  10-nation  committee 
to  include  countries  which  are  not  mem¬ 
bers  of  NATO  or  the  Warsaw  pact.  It 
suggested  expansion  by  regional  repre¬ 
sentation  and  on  the  basis  of  such  rele¬ 
vant  facts  as  population  and  military 
capability. 

Accordingly,  the  United  States  sug¬ 
gested  the  following  countries:  Pakistan, 
India  and  Japan — Asia;  Mexico,  Brazil 
and  Argentina — Latin  America;  United 
Arab  Republic,  Nigeria  and  Tunisia — 
Africa  and  the  Middle  East;  Sweden — 
Europe. 

With  so  many  new  countries  now  in 
Africa,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  why 
the  United  States  thought  it  necessary 
to  draw  on  the  Arab  League  for  two 
of  the  three  countries  to  represent 
Africa  and  the  Middle  East.  The  UAR 
does  not  enjoy  friendly  relations  with 
most  of  its  neighbors  and  lacks  diplo¬ 
matic  ties  with  at  least  five  Middle  East 
countries.  It  hardly  qualifies  as  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  region. 

(Observers  recall  that  when  the 
United  Nations  established  a  Peace  Ob¬ 
servation  Commission  under  the  terms 
of  a  1950  UN  resolution,  the  Assembly 
went  out  of  its  way  to  select  Israel  along 
with  Iraq.) 

Since  the  UAR  and  the  other  Arab 
League  states  are  at  war  with  Israel, 
it  would  be  logical  to  have  Israel  on  the 
committee  if  an  Arab  state  is  picked. 
(The  U.S.  list  includes  both  India  and 
Pakistan.) 

Oil  Deal.  The  Italian  oil  concern,  ENI, 
has  negotiated  an  oil  concession  with 
the  United  Arab  Republic.  The  UAR 
is  to  get  75  percent  of  the  profits  and 
in  addition  will  have  a  $50  million 
credit  Irom  Italy  for  the  establishment 
of  a  petro-chemical  plant  near  Suez. 

Up  to  the  present  time,  Egypt  has 
not  been  an  oil  producer  and  it  has 
not  made  any  discoveries  comparable 
to  those  of  its  Arab  neighbors. 

Apartheid.  Prime  Minister  Hendrik 
Verwoerd  of  South  Africa  astonished 


Jews  in  Israel  and  in  his  own  country 
by  his  anpy  reaction  to  Israel’s  vote 
at  the  Umted  Nations  condemning 
apartheid, 

Verwoerd  wrote  a  letter  to  a  South 
African  Jewish  lawyer,  in  which  he 
said  that,  as  a  result  of  Israel’s  vote, 
relations  between  Israel  and  South 
Africa  had  become  “fluid.”  He  com¬ 
plained  that  Israel  follows  a  policy  of 
“separate  development"  because  she 
wants  to  “differentiate,”  yet  attacks 
South  Africa.  And,  he  continued.  South 
Africa  might  withdraw  support  from 
Israel  if  “according  to  their  own  con¬ 
viction,  the  ideal  of  separate  develop¬ 
ment  is  fundamentally  wrong.”  The 
South  African  leader  also  wrote  that 
“many  Jews  favored  the  Progr^ive 
party  while  few  voted  for  the  National 
party  and  this  did  not  go  unnoticed.” 

All  this  produced  sharp  repercussions 
in  Israel  and  in  the  South  African  press. 
Critics  of  the  South  African  prime 
minister  charged  that  he  was  holding 
South  African  Jews  hostage  for  Israel’s 
exercise  of  its  free  vote  as  a  sovereign 
state. 

On  Nov.  21,  Verwoerd  insisted  that 
his  stand  had  l^n  distorted  and  that  a 

Erivate  letter  was  being  exploited  by 
is  political  opponents  to  misrepresent 
his  attitude.  He  regretted  that  Jewish 
journals  had  been  “misled  by  the  mali¬ 
cious  propaganda  of  political  opponents 
into  sharp  comment  on  a  private  letter 
whose  publication  was  a  breach  of 
confidence.” 

Taas  Replies.  Soviet  News  Agency  Toss 
has  replied  to  world-wide  protests 
against  the  recent  imprisonment  of 
elderly  Moscow  and  Leningrad  Jews 
by  insisting  that  “the  episode  would 
have  been  ignored  if  the  defendants  had 
not  been  Jews.”  Toss  said  that  the 
defendants  were  not  Jewish  leaders  and 
represented  “nothing  and  no  one.”  It 
contended  that  Israel  agents  had  in¬ 
volved  some  Soviet  Jews  in  their 
espionage  activities.  The  Israel  foreign 
ministry  rejected  the  accusations  as 
“wild  and  libelous.” 

Penecotion.  Another  prominent  Al¬ 
gerian  Jew,  William  Lei^,  was  shot  in 
Algiers,  on  Nov.  20.  A  leader  of  the 
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French  Socialist  party.  Levy  advocated! 
peace  between  Moslems  and  Europeans.! 

Meanwhile,  Arab  authorities  are  at¬ 
tempting  to  hinder  Jewish  emigration! 
from  Egypt  and  Algeria.  The  Cairo 
press  reported  that  Jews  whose  prop 
erty  was  seized  in  the  recent  Nasser 
co^scation  program  may  not  leav 
Egypt  until  “formalities”  are  com¬ 
pleted.  In  Algeria,  FLN  leader 
threatened  to  punish  Moslems  who  help| 
Jews  leave  the  country  by  buying  their 
property. 

Moscow  Reports.  Moscow  radio  hat| 
told  its  Arab  listeners  that  Israel  ha 
agreed  to  allow  a  Western  atomic  base 
in  Israel  to  replace  military  bases  at 
Kuwait,  Dhahran,  Morocco  and  Bi- 
zerte.  In  exchange,  Moscow  says,  the 
United  States  will  provide  the  money  to 
build  a  new  canal — to  bypass  the  Suez 
— connecting  Eilat  with  the  Sea  of 
Galilee  and  the  Mediterranean. 
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ganda  assaults  in  the  United  Nations! 
and  to  make  it  appear  that  Israel — not 
Arab  leadership-— was  responsible  for* 
the  displacement  of  the  Arab  refugees., 

It  is  worth  noting  that  the  PCC,i 
which  consists  of  the  United  States, 
France  and  Turkey,  did  not  associate 
itself  with  Dr.  Johnson’s  historical 
survey.  In  transmitting  the  Johnson 
report  to  the  General  Assembly,  the 
Commission  said:  “Without  attempting' I 
to  pass  judgment  on  the  historical  |J 
section  of  the  report,  the  Commission  I 
warmly  endorses  Dr.  Johnson’s  con-ij 
elusions.” 

Despite  the  report’s  apparent  con-i 
cessions  to  Arab  sensibilities,  the  self-) 
styled  “Palestine  Arab  Delegation”  de-j 
nounced  the  Johnson  conclusions  as  “aj 
trend  to  conceal  realities  and  to  distort.” 
The  Arabs  charge  the  report  with  er¬ 
roneous  comment  and  interpretation!! 
and  insist  that  the  conclusions  betray  a  ] 
plan  “to  undermine,  to  shatter  and  toi] 
mutilate”  the  Arab  repatriation  pro-i| 
gram. 
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